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REMARKS 

Claims 1-8, 10-12, and 14 remain pending in the above-identified application. Claims 2, 
10, and 14 are amended, and claims 9 and 13 are canceled. No claims are added. The 
specification and the abstract axe amended. 

The Office Action indicates that a more descriptive title of the invention is desired. As 
shown above, applicants amend the title to make it more descriptive. 

The abstract of the disclosure stands objected to, and a reference to MPEP § 608.01(b) is 
provided as support for the objection. The OfHce Action elaborates that the introductory phrase 
"The present invention" is prohibited legal phraseolog>\ 

Applicants respectfully disagree. Although MPEP § 60S,01(b) indicates that =teeans" 
and *'said" are examples of legal phraseology, "The present invention" is more general English 
and accordingly is not simply legal phra$eology. Applicants acknowledge that MPEP § 
608.01 (b) also states that phrases such as "This disclo$ure concerns," "The disclosure defined by 
this invention," and "This disclosure describes/* should (not '"must") be avoided. However, 
applicants' phrase "The present invention'' differs from the exemplary phrases^ because 
applicants' phrase refers to the invention instead of to the disclosure of the invention. 

Accordingly, applicants request the withdrawal of the objection to the abstract of the 
disclosure, because the present w^ording does not contravene MPEP § 608.01(b), 

Claims 1-14 jtand rejected under 35 U,S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as indejHnite. 
Applicants remark as follows: 

Regarding claim 1^ the Office Action states that it is unclear what "select means*" 
represents. However, claim 1 recites ""'select means for outputting a select signal for selecting 
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said sensor elements'* {emphasis added)^ and this recitation has corresponding support in the 

specification. For example, note page 10, in lines 4-5, which discusses: 

a timing generating section 15 for generating a select signal for selecting the 
sensor element lines 1 2b - . . 

(Obviously, a sensor element may be selected by selecting the corresponding sensor element line 

12b.) The Office Action does not provide any explanation of why, in view of this exemplary 

support in the specification, the term "select means" could be unclear. Tlie Office Action also 

queries if a ''select means" is shown in the drawings, but it should be clear that Fig. 5 shows 

timing generator section 15 as an example- 

Accordingly:, applicants submit that the term "select means" is used in claim 1 in a 
sufficiently definite manner to comply with 35 U.S,C. § 112, second paragraph. 

Applicants amend claim 2^ thereby rendering moot the issue of antecedent basis for the 
"sensor electrodes." 

Also in reference to claim 1, the: Office Action indicates that it is unclear what "sensor 
electrodes'* represent, and the Office Action queries if they are shown in the drawings. In 
response^ applicants reference the specification, for example^ page 6, in lines 11-12, which 
teaches that inspection unit 1 has a MOSFET as a sensor element, and Figure 6 provides a 
detailed diagram of such a sensor element (page 4, lines 27-28), Beginning at page 1 1, line 19, 
the specification explains that a diffusion layer with a larger surface area serves as a passive 
device, which is formed continuously with the source of the MOSFET- Therefore, the "sensor 
electrode*' recited in claim 2 can be part of the source of MOSFET 12a shown in Fig. 6- 

In view of this explanation^ applicants respectfully submit that the term **sensor 
electrodes" is used in claim 2 in a suflSciently definite manner to comply with 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph. 
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Claim 9 is canoeledj as shown above, so the i$sw of whether a "charge transfer device" is 
shown in the drawings is now moot (Because claim 9 is canceled, claim 10 is amended to 
depend directly from claim 1 .) 

Regarding claim 10, the Office Actioa indicates that it is unclear what a "charge-supply 
MOSFET" represents. However, 35 U.S,C. § 112 does not require that applicants define teims 
in the claims if such terms are clear to a person skilled in the art m view of the specification. 
Note that the specification teaches on page 21, beginning at line 6, thatj for a stable clwge 
transfer, a charge-supply MOSFET may be provided for supplying a charge to the passive device 
in response to the potential variation in the liquid crystal electrode. A potential barrier is formed 
so as not to cause backflow of the supplied charge before completing the potential, variation in 
the liquid crystal electrode, A drain of this charge-supply MOSFET may be formed 
continuously with the diffiasion layer serving as the passive device. After reading this teaching 
in the specification, a person skilled in the art would understand what a "charge-supply 
MOSFET" represents. 

Claim 13 is canceled, as shown above, so the issue of whether a "shading means*' is 
shown in the drawings is now moot 

Applicants amend the claim 14 as shown above, thereby removing the basis for its 
rejection. 

In view of the amendments and the remarks above, applicants now request the 
withdrawal of the indefiniteness rejection of claims 1-8, 10-12, and 14, 

The drawings stand objected to under 37 C,F.R. § L83(a) as not showing every feature 
specified in the claims. The Office Action specifically references elements in claim 9 and 13. 
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As discussed above, th& claims are canceled^ so applicants now request the withdrawal of the 
objection to the drawings. 

Lastly, applicants amend the specification to address infonnalities. 

In view of the remarks above, applicants now submit that the application is in condition 
for allo\vance. Accordingly, a Notice of Allowability is hereby requested. If for any reason it is 
felt that tills application is not now in condition for allowance^ the Examiner is invited to contact 
applicants' undersigned attorney at the telephone number indicated below to arrange for 
disposition of this case. 

In the event that this paper is not timely filcd^ applicants petition for an appropriate 
extension of time. The fees for such an extension, or any other fees which may be due, may be 
cliarged to Deposit Account No. 50-2866, 



Att}^ Docket No. 020240 

1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 700 

Washington, DC 20036 

Tel: (202)S22-1100 

Fax:(202)8224111 
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Respectfully submitted^ 
WESTEKMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP 




Joseph L. Felber 
Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No. 48,109 
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